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GOVERNMENT SCAM 
GIVES MILLIONS TO 
FAT CATS IN A DAY 



FIRST THE government broke up 
the Electricity Corporation, then 
it began selling off the bits to 
create an energy market. 

The biggest bit was Contact 
Energy. Its shares were offered 
for $3.10 each, which experts saw 
as less than market value. 

The government earmarked 
40% of the shares for energy 
multinational Edison Mission and 
another 36% for local and foreign 
"institutional investors". That's 
code for fat cat corporations. 

There was a feeding frenzy on 
the stock exchange when trading 
opened on 11 May. 

Many of the fat cats got rid 
of their shares on the first day. 
Nearly 62 million shares were 
sold for $214 million. 

That represents a collective 


profit of $22 million for holding a 
bit of paper for less than a day. 

In any just society, this sort of 
ripoff would be classed as crimi¬ 
nal behaviour. 

In our capitalist society, how¬ 
ever, the government is running 
scams to make the rich richer. 

Yet our rulers say there's no 
money to restore health, educa¬ 
tion and welfare, or to give work¬ 
ers pay rises. 

There's a war on workers in 
NZ. It's not a shooting war, like 
Nato's bombing, but it inflicts 
daily casualties - the deaths on 
hospital waiting lists, the diseas¬ 
es from poor housing, the family 
frictions due to unpaid bills. 

That's why we have to unite 
with others on our side and fight 
back. What you do counts. 


WHO PAYS? 

WHO PICKS up the tab for corporate greed? 

■ WORKERS. Pay is kept low while workers are 
forced to do more. Labour productivity rises 
added 29% toeconomic growth in the 20 years 
to 1998, yet the bottom 80% are worse off. 

■ STUDENTS. Tertiary fees have risen by around 
15% this year. Student debt is a staggering $2.9 
billion, equal to the tax breaks given to the rich. 
A decade of fee education has seen a fall in the 
number of working class students at university. 

■ ORDINARY FOLK. Prices are rising for priva¬ 
tised electricity, phones, buses and other serv¬ 
ices. Hospital waiting lists are a scandal. Market 
rents are causing a housing crisis. All benefits 
have been cut, one way or another. 



















voices from the trenches 


Retail pickets win concessions 



LOCKED OUT Farmers' staff picket in Auckland 


Anti-war protests target US consulate 


55 FARMERS Home Cen¬ 
tre staff were locked 
out on April 27. 

According to their un¬ 
ion, the NDU, this was the 
first time retail workers 
had ever been locked out 
in New Zealand. 

The company wanted 
staff to accept an inferior 
contract which would 
have cost each of them 
thousands of dollars. 

Labour’s industrial 
relations spokesper¬ 
son, Pete Hodgson, said 
Farmers were prepared 
to “squeeze vulnerable 
workers” to improve 
competitiveness. 

The workers, garbed in 
suits-and-ties and smart 


600 MEMBERS of Auck¬ 
land's Chinese community 
protested outside the US 
consulate on 13 May. 

They were angered by 
Nato’s missile attack on 
the Chinese embassy in 
Serbia’s capital Belgrade. 

Eggs were thrown at the 
consulate and an American 
flag burned. 

They yelled that US 


dresses, picketed Farm¬ 
ers’ stores. They handed 
out leaflets and addressed 
passersby. 

For most it was their 
first time on a picket. 

The pickets embar¬ 
rassed the company and 
turned customers away. 

Farmers agreed to 
concessions after two 
weeks of pickets. 

The exit package was 
doubled to $10,000. And 
the company agreed that 
all remaining staff would 
go on the previously pro¬ 
posed maximum of $14 
an hour. 

These improvements 
wouldn’t have been won 
without direct action. 


president Clinton was a 
“murderer” and “Nazi”. 

Five days before, a left¬ 
ist united front had pulled 
200 on a march to the US 
consulate. 

Earlier they had been 
addressed by senior union 
official Bill Andersen. He 
said the Trade Union Fed¬ 
eration and the National 
Distribution Union op¬ 


posed Nato’s war. 

A message was read 
out from Alliance foreign 
affairs spokesperson Mat 
Robson. He condemned 
Nato’s bombing and criti¬ 
cised Milosevic’s ethnic 
cleansing. 

The Socialist Work¬ 
ers Organisation called 
an anti-war protest in 
Christchurch on 7 May. At 


its peak it attracted 30. 

Another a week later 
drew 20. 


Auckland protests 
against Nato’s wan 

Every Saturday at 
noon, QE2 Square 


...AND NOT 
FORGETTING... 


★ THE FAMILY Court 
discharged a custody or¬ 
der on 3-year-old cancer 
sufferer Liam Williams- 
Holloway after his family 
had been in hiding for 
four months. 

During this time they 
got alternative treatment 
for Liam's cancer. 

The judicial backdown 
came after massive public 
support for the family's 
defiance of the law. 

★ 300 PROTESTED 
against Apec in Christch¬ 
urch on 31 April. 

An SWO speaker 
pointed to the connections 
between Apec's "more 
market" extremism and 
Nato's war in the Balkans. 

★ 100 OTAGO Universi- 
ty students marched to a 
WINZ office on 22 April. 

They were angry about 
delays in processing student 
allowances, which plunged 
many into dire poverty. 

★ 300 supporters of 
cannabis law reform 
attended a J-Day rally in 
Auckland on 1 May. 

Many smoked joints in 
full view of the police in an 
act of civil disobedience. 

One was arrested when 
he offered a joint to a cop, 
sparking a protest march to 
the police station. 


A cruel deception 


talking 


union 


by DON FRANKS 

LABOUR POLITICIANS know 
they'll get a big cheer from 
a workers' meeting if they 
promise to get rid of the Em¬ 
ployment Contracts Act. 

But the bitter truth is that 
backroom deals look like sav¬ 
ing much of the EGAs rotten 
carcass. 

You’d never guess that from 
official statements, however. 

“Clark vows to make big 
changes for workers,” gushes 
the Engineers Union paper 
Metal. 

“A Labour government 
would replace the ECA with 
legislation that would bear a 
very close resemblance to the 
CTU’s Workplace Relations 
Bill.” 


Metal assures us that this re¬ 
placement would “protect such 
basic rights as the right to strike 
and freedom of association”. 

A grand claim. Just how 
true is it? 

On 31 March, Labour deputy 
leader Michael Cullen reassured 
business owners at the Tamaki 
Yacht Club that his party’s 
protection of the right to strike 
would extend only as far as 
“multi-employer contracts”, and 
then only in “certain carefully 
prescribed circumstances”. 

“Much else will remain 
pretty much the same,” Cullen 
concluded. 

Indeed it will. 

If workers strike outside 
of Labour’s “certain carefully 
prescribed circumstances”, they 
will face the same harsh penal¬ 


ties - fines and prison - as they 
now do under the ECA. 

That’s because leaders of 
the Council of Trade Unions 
included those restrictions and 
penalties in their “alternative” 
to the ECA. CTU president 
Ken Douglas calls that “being 
responsible”. 

Many workers might call 
it something quite different, 
but had no chance to put their 
views. 

The CTU’s “alternative” 
was quickly slipped to Labour 
over the heads of rank-and-file 
workers. There were protests 
inside the union movement, but 
they weren’t strong enough to 
stop the rot. 

Now that Labour has adopt¬ 
ed the CTU’s bill, the struggle 
for the right to strike has moved 


onto a new stage. And it’s be¬ 
come harder. 

The EGAs penalties will 
now be more firmly entrenched 
because they’re defended by 
Labour as “what the unions 
themselves asked for”. 

The Labour/CTU claim to 
be burying the ECA is a cruel 
deception, storing up trouble 
for workers in the future. 

The next unionist to be fined 
or jailed for illegal strike action 
will have CTU president Ken 
Douglas to thank. 

Ken was presented with 
a $15,000 gold medal by the 
governor-general when he got 
his Order of New Zealand. 

But it’s plain cold steel 
chains threatening union ac¬ 
tivists until we get rid of his 
Workplace Relations Bill. 
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what we think 


Nato fans the flames of war 



ANGRY PROTESTERS outside the US Consulate in Auckland after 
Nato's destruction of the Chinese embassy in Belgrade 


The world's barbaric cop 


THE DESTRUCTION of 
the Chinese embassy 
in Belgrade on 7 May 
opened millions of peo¬ 
ple's eyes to the reality 
of Nato's war in Yugo¬ 
slavia. 

Nato's bombing is 
not only increasingly 
random, senseless and 
targeted at Serb civil¬ 
ians. 

It has sharpened in¬ 
ternational tensions to 
levels worse than any 
time since the end of 
the Cold War. 

US and European 
leaders are demanding 
more military spending. 

Russian generalstalk 
of redirecting their mis¬ 
siles westwards. 

And the Chinese 
military are reassess¬ 
ing the posibility of an 
American strike. 

"Beijing fears that 
what Nato does in Ko¬ 
sovo one day it will 
seek to do in Tibet or 
Xinjiang the next/' not¬ 
ed Britain's Financial 
Times. 

There's been a flurry 
of backroom negotia¬ 
tions in recent days, 
with the Russian gov¬ 
ernment acting as a 


diplomatic conduit be¬ 
tween Nato leaders and 
Milosevic. 

Increasingly, the talk 
is of a settlement that 
stations a United Na¬ 
tions "peacekeeping" 
force in Kosovo, rather 
than Nato troops. 

Dominant 

But the dominant 
power in the UN is 
America. So a UN army 
isn't going to bring 
peace, justice and de¬ 
mocracy to the Balkans 
any more than a Nato 
force will. 

The way forward is 
building international 
anti-war protests. 

This will be an en¬ 
couragement to or¬ 
dinary people in the 
Balkans to unite across 
ethnic lines against their 
nationalistic rulers. 

Stop the bombing! 
Stop Nato's war! 

m SEE ALSO: 

^ Page 2 - reports of 
anti-war protests. 

^ Pages 6-7 - Can the UN 
bring peace? 

^ Page 10- America's 
century of slaughter. 


NATO'S CLAIM that 
the bombing would 
halt the suffering of 
Kosovars has been of¬ 
ficially abandoned. 

Nato media person 
James Shea has admit¬ 
ted that Nato was 
"not able to succeed 


tive to stop the ethnic 
cleansing". 

So what's it all for? 
The slaughter is so 
that US-led Nato can 
establish itself as the 
world's policeman. 

But the "justice" 
that Nato metes out 
is the worst sort of 
barbarity. 

Just hours before 
the Chinese embassy 
was hit, Nato's cluster 
bombs slaughtered 22 
shoppers at a packed 
marketplace in the 
Serbian city of Nis. 

When Sarajevo 
market was shelled in 
August 1995 during 
the war in Bosnia, all 
the West's leaders said 
the Serbs were respon¬ 
sible for one of the 
greatest war crimes 
ever committed. 

Isn't Nato's slaugh¬ 
ter of Serbian civilians 
in Nis marketplace 
just as much of a war 
crime? 

Nato has intensified 
its murderous bomb¬ 


ing raids over recent 
days. After almost 
20,000 warplane sor¬ 
ties, Nato's achieve¬ 
ments are: 

■ Hundreds of 
thousands of 
refugees unlikely 
to dare return to 
Kosovo. 

■ Hundreds of dead 
Serb civilians and 
many more who've 
lost homes, jobs and 
possessions. 

■ The destruction of 
many of Serbia's 
roads, bridges and 
factories. 

■ The economic 
demolition and po¬ 
litical destabilisation 
of the region. 

■ The poisoning of 
the earth through 
the use of missiles 
tipped with deplet¬ 
ed uranium. 

■ The destruction of 
the forces which 
stood for peace, 
democracy and a 
multi-ethnic society 
in the Balkans. 


in the initial objec- 


KSgUSJ $5,000 


Worker 


NEW YEAR APPEAL 


List #6 (final). Thanks to: 

AUCKLAND: Bill P $100; Roger $20; 
Mick $15; Bones $41.90; G $10; City 
$12. Total $198.90. 

WELLINGTON: Tony $5; Red Star 
$45. Total $50. 

CHRISTCHURCH: United $35; Toots 
$20; P&K $1; Blue $50. Total $106. 

DUNEDIN: Vicki $100; Kyle $20; HJ 
$20. Total $140. 

OTHER AREAS: Tom $25.90. 

END TOTAL $5,329.80 


THANKS TO all our 
donors who made 
the appeal a suc¬ 
cess. The $5,000 
target has been 
topped by 7%. 

This money is vital. 
The socialist press 
is always short of 
funds. 

You can help im¬ 
prove our paper 
by sending extra 
donations to: 

PO BOX 13-685 
AUCKLAND 


$ 5,000 - 


$ 4,000 - 


$ 3,000 


$ 2,000 
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Right-wing threat at Auckland University 


Student unions should lead 
joint campus occupations 



by GRANT MORGAN 

THERE WAS the slim¬ 
mest of margins in fa¬ 
vour of a voluntary 
student association at 
Auckland, the country's 
largest university. 

It won by just 98 votes 
out of a total of 11,919 
cast in the government’s 
referendum. 

Apart from Waikato, 
which has been voluntary 
for two years, the coun¬ 
try’s other five universi¬ 
ties voted by big margins 
to stay compulsory. 

So why was Auckland 
the odd one out? 

Auckland’s student 
president, Efeso Collins, 
says it’s because students 
succumbed to a smear 
campaign run by pro¬ 
voluntary activists. 

These activists are 
right-wing supporters of 
National’s efforts to axe 
strong student unions. 

Higher 

Shipley’s government 
knows that the disinte¬ 
gration of student unions, 
which are advocates of 
free education, would 
allow tertiary fees to be 
pushed even higher. 

Student debt is already 
$2.9 billion. 

The right’s leader is 
Graham Watson, an ex¬ 
ecutive member of Auck¬ 
land’s student association 
AUSA. He’s also chair of 
the SRC, AUSA’s weekly 
mass forum. 

Watson describes his 
role as being a “watchdog 
on AUSA’s undemocratic 
behaviour”. 

The AUSA executive 
has traditionally been 
dominated by the reform¬ 
ist left, who feel most at 
home with the politics 
of Labour and the Al¬ 
liance. 

Watson’s right-wing 


faction are organised in 
the Beer, Wine & Spir¬ 
its Club. They’ve staged 
booze binges to coincide 
with student meetings. 

The result was drunken 
intimidation of opponents. 
Sexist, racist and homo- 
phobic abuse was hurled 
at leftist speakers. 

Sarah Lee, a left-wing 
AUSA executive mem¬ 
ber, was “rolled” from 
her position by Watson’s 
faction just before the 
referendum. She says the 
Beer, Wine & Spirits Club 
is “the biggest political 
faction on campus”. 

Watson’s mass base 
has been built at SRC 
open forums. 

Here he mixes popu¬ 
list themes, like safe sex 
practices, with savage at¬ 
tacks on the “junta of the 
exec, a South American- 
style dictatorship”. 

A significant slice 
of students who aren’t 
committed to the right 
have been “pulled” by 
Watson’s attacks on the 
AUSA executive. Why? 

Many are turned off by 
AUSA’s lack of vision. 

Rather than push a 
mass struggle against 


fees and debt, which are 
the unifying concerns of 
most students, the AUSA 
executive conducted a 
never-ending slanging 
match with Watson. 

Here’s how it was de¬ 
scribed in an editorial in 
Auckland’s student paper 
Craccum on 5 May: 

“It just seemed to be 
a whole lot of people 
shouting ‘You suck’ and 
then ‘No, you suck more’ 
followed by ‘Oh fuck 


it. I’m voting voluntary, 
bloody hell!’ or some¬ 
thing like that.” 

Most students saw the 
AUSA executive as a 
remote “club”. This feel¬ 
ing grew stronger after 
the referendum when 
the executive axed the 
AUSA membership of 
all students except them¬ 
selves. 

The executive refused 
to front student forums 
and debate their deci¬ 
sion. 

All this gave Watson’s 
right-wing faction a birth¬ 
day present. They were 
able to cast themselves 
as “democrats” and the 
executive as “bureau¬ 
crats”. 

There’s now a seri¬ 
ous danger that the right 
could either stage a “take 
over” of AUSA or set up 
a rival “scab” union. 

So what’s AUSA do¬ 
ing? An executive state¬ 
ment issued on 12 May 
said “action” against fees 
and debt would “come 
second to recruitment” 
of students into a recon¬ 
stituted AUSA. 

In contrast, the Social¬ 
ist Workers Organisa¬ 


tion is proposing that 
“AUSA should be re¬ 
built as a fighting union 
that immediately links 
up with other student 
associations to organise 
joint nationwide campus 
occupations against fees 
and debt”. 

After all, fees and debt 
are the urgent worries of 
most students. 

Support 

The SWO’s proposal 
has won significant sup¬ 
port among Auckland 
students over recent days. 
It was passed at the SRC 
on 12 May. Lots have 
signed an SWO petition. 

The right don’t like 
what the SWO is do¬ 
ing. At the last two SRC 
meetings, SWO members 
have been the target of 
right-wing egg throwers. 

It’s election year. Stu¬ 
dent associations have 
an opportunity to push 
for free education with 
nationally co-ordinated 
campus occupations. 

That’s what students 
around the country 
should be petitioning 
their associations to do. 


ir WHAT STUDENTS CAN DO 

Petition your student union to link 
up with other associations and 
organise joint nationwide campus 
occupations against fees and debt 

Auckland students: Sign the Socialist Worker 
petition. Noon on Wednesdays in the quad. 
Phone the Socialist Centre 634 3984 
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union news 


wha* socialises 
say ai>out„. 


Big win for cieaners 


by DON FRANKS 

CLEANERS EMPLOYED by pri¬ 
vate contractors have been 
taking action around the 
country for a wage rise and 
better job security. 

As things stand now, contrac¬ 
tors have the absolute right to 
dump cleaners from their jobs 
whenever a different firm takes 
over the contract. 

This most recently happened 
at Wellington airport, where 
eleven cleaners were sacked. 
Some of these workers had been 
at the airport for ten years. 

The representative of the new 
contracting company. United, 
told the Service & Food Workers 
Union he’d sacked the workers 
because he “didn’t like the look 
of them”. 

When asked to explain what 
he meant by this, he clammed 
up. 

This left the Polynesian work¬ 
force angrily demanding to know 
if there was a racial motive to 
their sacking. 

Cleaners from all round town 
rallied to picket the airport in 
support of the sacked workers. 
Some came after work. Others 
walked off their job to join the 
action, which is illegal under the 
Employment Contracts Act. 

Union officials led the pro¬ 
tests and provided a bus to bring 
cleaners from Porirua. 

Three mass pickets were held. 
At the first, airport security and 
the police stopped unionists 
handing leaflets to passengers. 

They said the workers could 


only protest down the road, far 
away from the airport. 

The reason, they said, was 
because “the airport is private 
property”. 

The workers replied to this 
challenge by marching to the 
entrance of the terminal and 
standing their ground for over 
an hour, chanting and singing 
homemade protest songs in Sa¬ 
moan and English. 

This defiance won cleaners 
the right to protest inside the 
airport. The next two pickets 
were closely watched by security, 
but no further move was made to 
remove them. 

stronger 

Removing the cleaners would 
not have been easy. With each 
picket the mood of solidarity and 
determination grew stronger. 

“We’ll keep coming back until 
we win!” was a call that summed 
up the mood of the protest. 

And the cleaners did win. 
United have agreed to provide 
continued employment for all 
the cleaners they originally 
sacked. 

On a pay rate of just $9.35, 
cleaners are among the lowest- 
paid workers in the land. They 
are also one of the hardest- 
worked groups, and are vulner¬ 
able to abuse, working alone late 
at nights. 

But with organisation and the 
will to win, the cleaners came 
together in a strong force that 
was able to knock back a wealthy 
company. 



I 


Eastern Europe’s ‘socialism’ 


STALINISM ruled Eastern Eu¬ 
rope until collapsing a decade 
ago. It called itself "socialist", 
but wasn't. So what was it? 

At the end of the Second 
World War, the leaders of Amer¬ 
ica, Russia and Britain carved up 
the globe. 

They agreed that Stalin would 
dominate the eastern third of 
Europe where Russia’s armies 
had defeated the Nazis. 

This vast area included half 
of Germany, Hungary, Czecho¬ 
slovakia, Poland, Romania, Bul¬ 
garia, Albania and Yugoslavia. 

New Soviet-backed govern¬ 
ments were set up in these coun¬ 
tries. There was never a workers’ 
revolution in any of them. 

One by one, the new gov¬ 
ernments of Eastern Europe 
became “people’s democracies” 
as they were transformed into 
carbon copies of the supposedly 
“socialist” system in Russia. 

Yet Russia had long before 
ceased to be socialist. 

When the dictator Joseph 
Stalin consolidated his power in 
Russia in the late 1920s, he de¬ 
stroyed every trace of workers’ 
power flowing from the Bolshe¬ 
vik Revolution of 1917. 

Stalin continued to use the 
rhetoric of socialism. 

But Stalin’s Russia had noth¬ 
ing to do with workers’ power 
and liberation from below. 

Totalitarian 

It was a totalitarian system 
ruled over by state bureaucrats 
who controlled both the govern¬ 
ment and the economy. 

Some conflicts occurred be¬ 
tween Russia and its Eastern satel¬ 
lites - particularly with Yugoslavia 
under marshal Josip Tito. 

But in general, Russia was 
able to install the Stalinist sys¬ 
tem across Eastern Europe. 

These countries were state 
capitalist. 

Despite outward differences 
between the private ownership 
in the West and the state owner¬ 
ship in the East, the underlying 
economic system and class divi¬ 
sions were the same. 

In both West and East, a tiny 
minority controlled how produc¬ 
tion was organised. And in both, 
this ruling class exploited work¬ 
ers in the interests of their own 
privileges and power. 

The Stalinist bosses of East¬ 
ern Europe faced growing anger 
in the mid-1980s in the wake of a 


devastating economic crisis. 

In late 1989, one East Euro¬ 
pean regime after another was 
toppled by massive rebellions. 

In a period of a few months 
seemingly unbeatable dictator¬ 
ships collapsed. 

Many rebelling against Stalin¬ 
ism hoped Western-style capital¬ 
ism would deliver prosperity and 
democracy. It didn’t. 

When new governments in 
Eastern Europe introduced free 
market “reforms”, their econo¬ 
mies went into a tailspin. 

And while the revolutions of 
1989 got rid of hated leaders like 
Romania’s Nicolai Ceaucescu, 
the new system was run by the 
same bureaucrats from the past. 

Workers had won important 
democratic rights. 

But they didn’t win the power 
to decide how society was run 
and in whose interests. 

Sideways 

The revolutions in Eastern 
Europe were a step sideways 
- from one form of capitalism 
to another. 

In Yugoslavia, the crisis of 
the 1980s played out somewhat 
differently. 

When workers hit by the crisis 
launched a huge strike wave in 
1987-88, the response of Yugo¬ 
slavia’s rulers was to play on 
national divisions. They wanted 
to divide and conquer. 

This led to the break-up of 
Yugoslavia, with different repub¬ 
lics declaring independence. 

The orgy of nationalism took 
different forms. Slobodan Milo¬ 
sevic, for example, tried to hold 
the old Yugoslavia together 
under Serbia’s domination by 
taking control of the central 
Stalinist bureaucracy. 

In other republics, appa¬ 
ratchiks of the old regime - like 
Croatia’s dictator Franjo Tudj- 
man - formed nationalist parties 
and declared independence. 

But whether they continued 
to masquerade as “socialists” or 
started calling themselves some¬ 
thing else, these thugs remained 
the same under the skin. They 
were bosses profiting from the 
exploitation and oppression of 
working people. 

Milosevic and Tudjman can 
be beaten - by the working class 
of the Balkans, united across 
national divisions. 

That power is the heart of 
genuine socialism. 
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Can the United Nations bring peace? 


^ THE BALKANS 


"IT'S LIKE a lousy 
war movie - dust 
chemicals, flames all 
over the place," said 
professor Miroslav 
Milicevic, chief of 
surgery at a hospital 
in Belgrade, capital 
of Serbia. "When the 
death toll becomes 
public. I'm certain that 
generations to come 
will hide their face in 
shame." 

Nato is stepping up the bombing in Yugoslavia. 
But there's growing disarray inside Nato as the war 
drags on. Public opposition is mounting despite a 
torrent of pro-war media propaganda. 

In the West, establishment voices are starting 
to be heard in favour of a "UN solution" to the 
Balkans conflict. And it's probable that Russia and 
China will also push for a UN-brokered settlement. 

This would be likely to mean Nato having to 
water down some of its demands. But it would still 
leave the Balkans under the thumb of the big pow¬ 
ers, making future wars a certainty. 



^ EAST TIMOR 

RIGHT-WING MILITIAS, 
armed and protected by the 
Indonesian military, are ter¬ 
rorising ordinary people in 
East Timor. 

At least 300 have been 
massacred in recent weeks. 
Tens of thousands more 
have fled to refugee camps. 

The militias want East 
Timor to remain part of In¬ 
donesia, which invaded the 
country in 1975 with back¬ 
ing from the West, including 
New Zealand. 

The UN has brokered a 
deal with Indonesia for a 
referendum in August on 
the future of East Timor. 

This comes after the 
revolution in Indonesia 
which overthrew the dicta¬ 
tor Suharto and destabilised the ruling elite. 

The UN deal speaks of the "absolute neutral¬ 
ity" of Indonesia's army and police. Yet it was the 
military which set up the militias last June. 

The UN will send 600 unarmed police to East 
Timor during the referendum to act as election 
monitors. Included will be a group of NZ police. 

Under the UN deal, however, Indonesia's state 
forces are responsible for security. The militia will 
remain free to terrorise people during the voting. 

The UN is covering up for those at the top of 
Indonesia's state who're responsible for the killings. 

Our demands should be: • Indonesian forces out 
of East Timor • Send East Timor aid, not UN forces. 



■ Right-wing militia 



THE BIG Three meet at Yalta in 1945 to carve up the globe and 
lay plans for the UN: Tory reactionary Winston Churchill, liberal 
imperialist Franklin Roosevelt and state capitalist Joseph Stalin 


by BRIDGET BRODERICK 
and GRANT MORGAN 

MANY HOPE the Unit¬ 
ed Nations can end the 
bloodshed and brutality in 
Kosovo and East Timor. 

After all, the UN char¬ 
ter opposes the “scourge of 
war” and promotes “funda¬ 
mental human rights”. 

These proclaimed ideals, 
however, are far removed 
from the UN’s actual struc¬ 
ture and activity. 

The UN is split into two 
main bodies: the General 
Assembly and the Security 
Council. 

In the General Assem¬ 
bly, all member states have 
a vote, and can take up any 
question within the scope 
of the UN charter. 

However, the General 
Assembly has no power 
to compel action by any 
government or to enforce 
any decision. Its votes 
carry only the “weight of 
world opinion” - that is, no 
weight at all. 

In stark contrast, the 
UN charter gives huge 
powers to the Security 
Council. It alone can im¬ 
pose economic sanctions 
and order military action. 

The five “permanent” 
members of the Security 
Council are America, Rus¬ 
sia, Britain, France and 
China. 

Veto 

The Security Council’s 
decisions can be enforced 
if all permanent members 
agree. But any of these five 
powers can singly veto any 
resolution. 

This veto power has 
allowed each of the five 
permanent members to 
block anything they op¬ 
pose, and to use the UN to 
legitimise military actions 
they agree upon. 

The hierarchical and 
undemocratic structure of 
the UN reflects its origins. 
The UN was established by 
the victors of the Second 
World War to preserve the 
carve up of the world for 
their economic and mili¬ 


tary benefit. 

America emerged from 
the war as the world’s 
strongest power. Its rul¬ 
ers aimed to keep things 
that way. 

US president Franklin 
Roosevelt saw the UN as 
an international organi¬ 
sation run by “The Four 
Policemen” - America, 
Britain, Russia and China 
- who would each oversee 
their own regional blocs. 

All the major powers 
agreed with Roosevelt that 
the UN would police the 
postwar carve-up of the 
world, using military force 
if necessary. 

us lake 

So there was agreement 
that America would take 
over Japan’s Pacific bases 
after the war. The Pacific 
was turned into a “US 
Lake”. 

Meanwhile the US State 
Department insisted that 
the Monroe Doctrine be 
respected by the UN pow¬ 
ers. Under this doctrine, 
Washington claims the 
right to intervene in Latin 
America at will. 

The other imperialist 
powers rushed to secure 
their spheres of influence: 
the Soviet Union snared 
Eastern Europe, Britain 
had the Commonwealth 
and France retained its 
colonies. 

This carve-up was con¬ 
firmed by the Security 
Council. Big power politics 
lay behind the abstract 
ideal of “peace” dished up 
for public consumption. 

As the historian Gabriel 
Kolko stated: “The UN 
gave the partial division 
of the world into spheres 
of influence and compet¬ 
ing blocs a formal legal 
structure.” 

Soon after the Second 
World War ended, the Cold 
War broke out. US-Soviet 
rivalry paralysed the Secu¬ 
rity Council. 

Its five permanent mem¬ 
bers invoked the Security 
Council veto to fight grass¬ 
roots revolts in their own 


spheres without interfer¬ 
ence from outside. 

So Stalinist Russia 
crushed workers’ revolts 
in East Germany (1953), 
Hungary and Poland (1956) 
and Czechoslovakia (1968) 
while America stood on 
the sidelines. 

America employed 
equally brutal methods in 
its own sphere, as the case 
of Guatemala shows. 

For 40 years this Central 
American country suffered 
atrocities committed by the 
Guatemalan army in its 
war against guerilla oppo¬ 
nents. This army was armed 
and trained by America. 

Independent human 
rights observers denounced 
the army’s policy of geno¬ 
cide toward the Mayan 
Indians. 

Finally a UN commis¬ 
sion was set up to inves¬ 
tigate the abuses. It found 
the Guatemalan army was 
responsible for 90% of the 
human rights violations 
which killed 200,000. 

The commission found 


that, until the mid-1980s, 
America’s CIA supported 
illegal military operations 
in Guatemala. 

Yet the UN probe was 
a toothless tiger unable to 
bring the guilty to justice or 
guarantee people’s safety. 

And, while the mas¬ 
sacres were happening, 
the UN had done nothing. 
Why? Because its most 
powerful member, the US, 
was an accomplice to the 
atrocities. 

Resolutions 

Nevertheless, the illu¬ 
sion that the UN might 
play a peacemaking role is 
maintained by the scores of 
resolutions passed by the 
General Assembly. These 
are routinely ignored by 
America and the other big 
powers. 

It’s estimated that one- 
third of East Timor’s popu¬ 
lation, about 200,000, died 
as a result of Indonesia’s 
invasion in 1975. The day 
before the invasion, In¬ 


donesian dictator general 
Suharto met with US presi¬ 
dent Gerald Ford and got 
the go-ahead. 

Since then, Indonesia 
has received more than 
$NZ 3 billion worth of mili¬ 
tary aid from America. 

Washington used its 
position in the Security 
Council to make sure there 
would be no action over 
UN resolutions condemn¬ 
ing Indonesia. 

And America’s Security 
Council veto has protected 
other US allies engaged in 
bloody massacres, includ¬ 
ing Israel’s occupation of 
Palestine and South Afri¬ 
ca’s apartheid-era invasion 
of Namibia. 

In spite of all its resolu¬ 
tions, the UN has proved 
powerless to stop Ameri¬ 
can invasions of Honduras, 
Grenada, Panama, Cuba, 
Haiti and many other 
countries. 

In 1983, the General 
Assembly condemned 
America’s invasion of Gre¬ 
nada. US president Ronald 


Reagan retorted: “It didn’t 
upset my breakfast at all.” 

America’s arrogant 
contempt for UN denun¬ 
ciations of its state terror¬ 
ism is shared by the other 
members of the Security 
Council. 

China carries on with 
massive human rights abus¬ 
es in Tibet. Britain’s hold on 
its oldest colony. Northern 
Ireland, still depends on 
institutionalised sectarian¬ 
ism. France disregarded 
world opinion to test nu¬ 
clear weapons in the Pacific 
during 1995. Post-Stalinist 
Russia’s war against Chech¬ 
nya claimed hundreds of 
thousands of lives. 

Robbers 

This band of robbers 
holds all real power in the 
UN. That’s why the UN’s 
purpose hasn’t changed 
since it was first set up. 

In fact, as victor of the 
Cold War, America has 
been able to increase its 
domination and manipu¬ 
lation of the UN in the 
1990s. 

The UN flag, for in¬ 
stance, was used to justify 
America’s bloody crusade 
against Iraq in 1991. 

Iraq was bombed into 
what observers described as 
a pre-industrial state, killing 
tens of thousands of Iraqi 
civilians and soldiers. 

Since then, UN-spon¬ 
sored sanctions have 
caused the deaths of over 
one million Iraqis, includ¬ 
ing a disproportionate 
number of children. 

All this suffering was 
inflicted so that America 
could dominate the supply 
of Middle East oil. It was 
“blood for oil”. 

Recently, UN weapons 
inspectors in Iraq revealed 
they were using US spy 
gear to relay information 
to the Pentagon about 
Iraqi military targets. 
America’s current bomb¬ 
ing raids against Iraq uses 
this information. 

Nobody was surprised 
about America’s UN 
spies except for UN sec¬ 


retary-general Kofi An¬ 
nan, who professed to be 
“shocked”. 

Today, bombs aren’t 
falling on Yugoslavia for 
“humanitarian” reasons. 
US-dominated Nato is 
making war to demon¬ 
strate America’s power to 
the world and to secure 
control of oil supplies from 
the Caspian Sea. 

Professors of law are ar¬ 
guing whether Nato should 
have asked permission 
from the Security Council 
before starting to bomb. 
Such debates completely 
miss the point. 

Washington has always 
treated the UN as an in¬ 
strument of US national 
foreign policy. 

In the typically arro¬ 
gant words of John Bolton, 
under-secretary of state 
for US president George 
Bush: 

“When the United 
States leads, the United 
Nations will follow. When 
it suits our interests to do 
so, we will do so. When it 
does not suit our interests 
we will not.” 

The UN is not an alter¬ 
native to Nato. Both are 
organisations controlled 
by the ruling classes of the 
world’s most brutal states. 

Alternative 

The alternative is to 
build an international anti¬ 
war movement around 
these slogans: Stop the 
bombing! Nato out of the 
Balkans! 

Such activity brings us 
slap up against the obsta¬ 
cle to peace: the world’s 
rulers who command rival 
economies, governments 
and armies whose compe¬ 
tition is a constant source 
of war. 

To abolish war it’s nec¬ 
essary to get rid of the 
economic and military 
competition of capitalism’s 
rulers. We need a world run 
by workers in the interests 
of everyone. 

But this socialist goal 
is alien to the imperialist- 
dominated UN. 


‘Kofi, we 
don’t need 
negotiators’ 

TIME MAGAZINE is a 
well-sourced booster 
of the US. Its 17 May 
issue, analysing Nato's 
war, makes clear the 
UN's subservience to 
Washington (ex¬ 
tracts): 

O [UN secretary-gen¬ 
eral Kofi] Annan, who 
had remained on the 
sidelines, was suggesting 
that he appoint a group 
of negotiators to deal 
with Belgrade. 

Annan had been reli¬ 
able from the outset in 
supporting the Nato po¬ 
sition, which [US secre¬ 
tary of state Madeleine] 
Albright appreciated. 

But the last thing she 
wanted was a pod of 
UN-appointed diplomats 
pushing compromises. 

“Kofi, we don’t need 
negotiators running all 
over the place,” she said. 

They agreed to keep 
discussing ways in 
which the UN envoys 
could be helpful in 
working on the po¬ 
litical and humanitarian 
aspects of implementing 
a settlement without au¬ 
thorising them to broker 
with Belgrade in a way 
that could compromise 
Nato’s positions... 

Although [the US 
president] allows that 
UN mediators “might 
play a useful role if 
they continue to adhere 
to Nato’s principles”, 
Clinton expresses more 
enthusiasm for allowing 
the Russians to be the 
lead negotiators with 
Belgrade. 

“This situation has led 
to the rise of nationalism 
in Russia and caused 
them to drift away from 
the West. The best out¬ 
come would be if Mos¬ 
cow helps get a good 
settlement that brings the 
Russians back into the 
international mainstream 
and closer to us. The UN 
should not undermine 
Russia’s role.” 
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genetic engineering 


Should we cross the species harrier? 


MORE QUESTIONS are being asked about 
genetically engineered food with each passing 
day. DAVE COLYER gives some answers. 


■ What is GE food? 

Genetically engineered 
organisms are plants, 
animals or bacteria 
whose basic gene struc¬ 
ture has been altered. 

In the case of geneti¬ 
cally engineered (GE) 
food, this usually means 
taking genes from the 
DNA of one organism 
and adding it to the DNA 
of a different organism. 

For hundreds of years, 
humans have been play¬ 
ing around with genes by 
cross-breeding. But this 
can only happen between 
organisms of the same or 
closely-related species. 

Now, with genetic en¬ 
gineering, scientists can 
take genes from one spe¬ 
cies and implant them 
in the cells of a totally 
unrelated species. For 
instance, toad genes have 
been put into potatoes. 

Crossing the species 
barrier means there is a 
much greater danger of 
harmful side effects. 

Dr Sue Galloway, a 
scientist at Otago Uni¬ 
versity, says: 

‘At present, it’s not 
possible to control where 
in the DNA string the 
gene goes. So a lot of 
testing has to be done to 
the modified organism to 
make sure the gene is do¬ 
ing what is intended and 
that it’s stable and there 
are no negative effects.” 

■ What are the 
dangers? 

No-one knows for sure 
what the dangers of 
genetically modifying 
food could be. But emi¬ 
nent genetic scientists 
are sounding serious 
warnings. 


Dr Joseph Cummins, 
professor emeritus of ge¬ 
netics at the University of 
Western Ontario, says: 

“Probably the greatest 
threat from genetically 
altered crops is the inser¬ 
tion of modified virus and 
insect genes into crops. 

“It has been shown in 
the laboratory that ge¬ 
netic recombination 
will create highly 
virulent new vi¬ 
ruses from such 
constructions. 

“Modified 
crops could 
cause famine by 
destroying crops 
or cause human 
and animal dis¬ 
eases of tremen¬ 
dous power.” 

The US biotech 
corporation Mon¬ 
santo produces crops 
that are genetically re¬ 
sistant to Monsanto’s 
herbicide Roundup. This 
means much higher usage 
of Roundup, the leading 
cause of illness among 
American farm workers. 

Another concern is 
that new genes could 
hop from a GE crop to its 
non-GE relations. 

If the Roundup gene 
was passed to wild plants 
then it could produce “su¬ 
per weeds” that are very 
hard to kill. Some reports 
from America say this is 
already happening. 

Many leading scien¬ 
tists are calling for an end 
to the production of GE 
crops, at least until we 
know more about their 
dangers. 

But the companies 
producing them aren’t 
waiting to find out. Mar¬ 
ket competition means 


their motive force is the 
immediate maximisation 
of profit. 

New Zealand officials 
believe that 56 GE crops 
are permitted worldwide 
and 500 products contain¬ 
ing these ingredients are 
now on the shelves of 
local supermarkets. 


■ Can GE food solve 
world hunger? 

The biotech multina¬ 
tionals claim that ge¬ 
netic engineering will 
boost food production 
and end starvation. 

Yet 50% more food 
is now produced than 
what’s needed to feed the 
world’s population. 

People starve because 
there’s no profit in pro¬ 
viding them with food. In¬ 
stead, food is stockpiled 
or destroyed to keep the 
prices up. 

GE foods produced 
for profit won’t change 
that. In fact, they could 
make things worse. 


GE seeds sold by 
Monsanto and Nova- 
tis have “terminator” 
genes. Farmers can’t 
save some of their crop 
to use as seeds the next 
year because these 
genes make them in¬ 
fertile. So they have to 
keep buying from the 
seed companies. 


That hugely increases 
the power of big business 
to price gouge farmers 
and corner the market, a 
sure recipe for starvation 
among the world’s poor. 

■ Why isn’t GE food 
labelled? 

The food companies 
don't want labelling 
of GE products. They 
know that, if people 
are given the choice, 
most will buy unmodi¬ 
fied food. 

In 1997, a call to label 
GE foods came from 
associate health minis¬ 
ter Neil Kirton. He was 
told by the US ambassa¬ 


To contact the 
anti-GE group 
Rage: 

■ (04) 589 1125 

■ Box 30-762, 
Lower Hutt 

■ ragenz® 
hotmail.com 


dor that American trade 
sanctions were likely 
should NZ food labelling 
threaten the profits of US 
multinationals. 

After Kirton was 
sacked, the National-led 
coalition decided against 
labelling. 

Bending to huge pub¬ 
lic pressure, Shipley did 
a U-turn in March and 
agreed to labelling. 

Again, the US am¬ 
bassador called in the 
NZ trade minister and 
threatened American 
trade sanctions. 

While Shipley is 
promising labelling, her 
government isn’t giving 
firm commitments on 
when it will be intro¬ 
duced and how restric¬ 
tive it will be. 

But the government 
has moved swiftly to es¬ 
tablish the Independent 
Biotechnology Council 
to “advise” ministers on 
all aspects of biotechnol¬ 
ogy. Its personnel will be 
named next month. 

This will be a pro-GE 
propaganda unit, says 
Green co-leader Jean¬ 
ette Fitzsimons. “New 
Zealand needs this new 
council like potatoes 
need toad genes.” 

It’s clear that we can’t 
trust the government, un¬ 
der heavy pressure from 
biotech multinationals 
and their Washington 
protectors, to come up 
with proper safeguards. 
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genetic engineering 


What’S the alternative to comorate science? 



■ What should we 
do to protest? 

It's not just big busi¬ 
ness who can pressu¬ 
rise the government. 
So can ordinary people 
- when large numbers 
get themselves organ¬ 
ised. 

There is already mass 
opposition to GE food 
and it’s keeping on build¬ 
ing. Thousands have at¬ 
tended Jeanette Fitzsi- 
mons’ educational meet¬ 
ings over recent weeks. 

There were nationwide 
actions on 13 May by a 
coalition of groups op¬ 
posed to GE food (Rage, 
Safe Food Campaign, 
Green Party, the Alliance 
and Greenpeace). 

Activists targeted su¬ 
permarkets in a bid to 
pressure food manufac¬ 
turers into declaring their 
products GE-free. 

Stickers were put on 
some products proclaim¬ 
ing: “Warning - may 
contain genetically engi¬ 
neered ingredients.” 

These educational and 
“guerilla” actions are use¬ 
ful first steps in creating 
public awareness of GE 


dangers. 

But it’s important to 
move as swiftly as possi¬ 
ble towards mass protests, 
like those that stopped 
nuclear ships. 

Only mass protests 
can put real pressure 
on the government and 
Labour, forcing them to 
place restrictions on the 
multinationals. 

■ Can we trust the 
scientists? 

Increasingly, big busi¬ 
ness controls science 
through private owber- 
ship of research labs, 
funding of university 
research programmes 
and domination of 
state-backed advisory 
committees. 

Malcolm Povey, a food 
scientist at Leeds Univer¬ 
sity in Britain, says: 

“Our university de¬ 
partment’s advisory com¬ 
mittee has representa¬ 
tives from Nestle, Whit¬ 
bread, Dalgerty, Kelloggs 
and Tetley. They outnum¬ 
ber the academics. Cor¬ 
porates make sure that 
universities turn out the 
graduates they want, and 


produce research that 
will increase profits.” 

When scientists speak 
out, the corporates have 
the power to discipline 
them. 

Arpad Pusztai, a sci¬ 
entist employed by the 
British government, was 
sacked after releasing 
results that showed organ 
damage to rats feed on 
GE potatoes. 

The problem of GE 
food isn’t the fault of 
scientists. Like all work¬ 
ers under capitalism, they 
have no real control over 
their work. 


Karl Marx called this 
alienation. 

Working, creating and 
inventing are central to 
human nature. But capi¬ 
talism frustrates these 
human impulses. 

The means of produc¬ 
tion (like factories, farms, 
labs, offices and trans¬ 
port) are controlled by 
capitalists and bureau¬ 
crats who’re competing 
for maximum profits. 

As a onsequence, 
workers are alienated 
from what they produce, 
and have no control over 
who uses it or what they 


use it for. Human creativ¬ 
ity is distorted to produce 
profits for a tiny minor¬ 
ity. 

Genetic engineer¬ 
ing has a huge potential 
to benefit humanity. It 
could be used to develop 
crops that give higher 
yields and are resistant 
to disease and climatic 
extremes. 

But these potential 
benefits will only be 
realised when science 
and food production are 
taken out of the hands of 
a ruling elite whose only 
concern is profit. 

That means fighting 
for a socialist world in 
which scientists and other 
workers have control 
over what they produce. 

Then scientists would 
ensure that rigorous and 
extensive testing was 
done on GE foods. Whole 
communities would be 
in the position to make 
informed judgements 
about what was released 
into the food chain. 

The future of the planet 
and all its inhabitants are 
at stake. We face disaster 
if we leave control in the 
hands of profiteers. 


Europe's activists target Monsanto 



PROTESTERS CELEBRATE victory over Monsanto 


OPPONENTS OF ge¬ 
netically engineered 
food scored a major 
victory against a bio¬ 
tech multinational in 
Ireland last month. 

Six protesters were 
charged with damaging 
private property after 
they destroyed part of 
the GE sugar beet crop 
at a Monsanto test site. 

All six admitted the 
deed but escaped penalty 
after a trial that saw GE 
food put in the dock. 

US multinationals 
have been trying to force 
GE crops into Europe, 
but have met huge public 
resistance. 

Monsanto, worth $NZ 
180 billion, is one of the 
world’s seven biggest 


corporations. It’s a close 
ally of US president Bill 
Clinton, donating millions 
to his campaigns. 

Monsanto was the pro¬ 
ducer of Agent Orange, 
a highly-toxic chemical 
defoliant sprayed by US 
forces in the Vietnam war. 
It killed and maimed thou¬ 
sands of civilians. 

To this day, Vietnamese 
children are born with 
horrific deformities. 

Monsanto also pio¬ 
neered the use of other 
deadly chemicals called 
PCBs, selling them in 
Third World countries 
after they were banned by 
the West. 

It has made a fortune 
out of producing Round¬ 
up, the world’s biggest- 


selling weedkiller. 

But its Roundup pat¬ 
ent expires next year. This 
could allow competitors 
to start making the weed¬ 
killer and undercut Mon¬ 
santo’s profits. 

This is behind Monsan¬ 
to’s drive into the genetic 
engineering of plants. 

The firm’s scientists 
discovered they could 
manipulate the genes in 
soybeans to make plants 
resistant to Roundup. 

Monsanto then sells 
the seed for the GE soya 
under the legal condition 
that the crops are only 
treated with Roundup. 
This safeguards the com¬ 
pany’s profits while inflict¬ 
ing enormous debt on 
Third World farmers. 
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US imperialism 


A century of slaughter 



by LANCE SELFA 

THIS YEAR marks the 
100th anniversary of the 
emergence of America as 
a major world power. 

Using the pretext of a 
bombing on the USS Maine 
anchored in Havana, Cuba, 
America went to war against 
Cuba’s colonial overlord, 
Spain, in 1899. 

After routing Europe’s 
weakest colonial power, 
America made off with all of 
Spain’s colonial possessions 
in Latin America and Asia, 
seizing control of Cuba, 
Puerto Rico, Guam and the 
Philippines. 

The Spanish-American 
war marked America’s en¬ 
trance into the worldwide 
scramble for colonies among 
the advanced powers. 

US novelist Mark Twain 
showed what this meant: 

“How our hearts burned 
with indignation against the 
atrocious Spaniards... But 
when the smoke was over, 
the dead buried and the cost 
of the war came back to the 
people in an increase in the 
price of commodities and 
rent - that is, when we so¬ 
bered up from our patriotic 
spree - it suddenly dawned 
on us that the cause of the 
Spanish-American war was 
the price of sugar... that the 
lives, blood and money of 
the American people were 
used to protect the interests of 
American capitalists. ” 

A century later, America 
stands alone as the world’s 
superpower. It’s the only 
country able to go to war 
anywhere in the world. 

Competition 

America attained its po¬ 
sition of dominance through 
competition with other pow¬ 
erful nations. 

America and the world’s 
other big powers - Britain, 
Russia, China, France and 
Germany - fought two world 
wars, threatened each other 
with nuclear annihilation 
and divided and re-divided 
the world between them. 

How can we explain this 
madness? 

It’s important to under¬ 
stand that wars and violence 
don’t stem from the whims of 
politicians. They arise from 
the nature of the system 
itself. 

Capitalism is based on 
the exploitation of the vast 
majority of the world’s popu¬ 
lation by a small minority 


who own and control all the 
resources. 

A recent United Nations 
study showed that all of the 
world’s poor could be lifted 
out of poverty by spending 
the wealth of the world’s 
seven richest billionaires. 

At the heart of a system 
which produces this kind of 
obscene inequality is ruth¬ 
less competition between 
corporations. They’re con¬ 
stantly on the lookout for 
new ways to make profits. 

The pressures of competi¬ 
tion force capitalists to look 
beyond their own national 
boundaries to gain access to 
new and cheap raw materials 
and workers to exploit. 

In the late 19tli century, 
Britain’s ruling class estab¬ 
lished a vast empire covering 
one-third of the globe. They 
used their industrial and 
financial muscle to conquer 
less powerful countries. 

Other nations did the 
same, carving out huge em¬ 
pires to plunder. 

The big powers sent their 
troops around the globe 
- not only to conquer less 
powerful nations, but also to 
fight over the division of the 
world among themselves. 

This meant that econom¬ 
ic competition gave way to 
military competition. 

Socialists give the term 
“imperialism” to this proc¬ 
ess of economic and military 
competition and the domina¬ 
tion of weaker nations which 
results from it. 

America arrived late on 
the empire-building scene. 
Despite US propaganda 
about “new world democ¬ 
racy”, it operated the same 
as other imperialist powers. 

America turned the Car¬ 


ibbean Sea into a US lake. 

In the 100 years since the 
war against Spain, America 
has invaded Cuba five times, 
Honduras four times, Pana¬ 
ma four times, the Domini¬ 
can Republic twice, Haiti 
twice, Nicaragua twice and 
Grenada once. 

So much for US rhetoric 
about opposing aggression. 

'Muscle man' 

General Smedley But¬ 
ler, who headed many US 
military interventions in the 
early part of this century, 
gave a stark account of what 
he’d really been doing: 

“/ have spent 34 years in 
active service as a member of 
the Marine Corps. And during 
that period I spent most of my 
time being a high-class muscle 
man for big business, for Wall 
Street and for the bankers. 

“In short, I was a racket¬ 
eer for capitalism. 

“I helped make Mexico 
safe for American oil inter¬ 
ests in 1914. I helped make 
Haiti and Cuba a decent 
place for the National City 
Bank to collect revenues. I 
helped pacify Nicaragua for 
the international banking 
house of Brown Brothers in 
1909-12.” 

The First and Second 
World Wars resulted from 
the struggle between rival 
capitalist classes over the 
division of the globe. 

For example, the bounda- 
ries of most countries in 
today’s Middle East were 
drawn during the carve-up of 
the Turkish Empire between 
Britain and France following 
the First World War. 

The Second World War 
ended with the division of 


the world into two rival em¬ 
pires - the US-led Western 
bloc and the Russian-led 
Eastern bloc. 

Until the Eastern bloc 
collapsed in 1989, the Cold 
War competition between 
America and the Soviet 
Union threatened to become 
a nuclear war. 

America fought wars in 
Vietnam and Korea to “stop 
the spread of communism”. 

And the same excuse 
was used by America to 
destabilise and overthrow 
regimes it opposed - like 
the Mossadegh government 
in Iran in 1953 and the Al- 
lende government in Chile 
in 1973. 

The same system which 
produced the bloody slaugh¬ 
ters of the world wars contin¬ 
ues to produce wars today. 

America wields its huge 
power through institutions 
like the World Bank, Interna¬ 
tional Monetary Fund, Nato 
and the United Nations. 

If poor countries don’t 
comply with US demands, 
America threatens to with¬ 
hold bank loans, impose 
tariff barriers or withdraw 
diplomatic co-operation. 

And at the end of the day, 
America will use brute force 
to back up its economic and 
political pressure. 

That’s why America 
fought the 1991 Gulf war. 
This bloody conflict wasn’t 
about peace and democracy, 
but about protecting the 
West’s control of oil supplies 
in the Middle East. 

Throughout the century, 
US officials have justified 
wars and interventions with 
rhetoric about “protecting 
democracy”, “stopping ag¬ 
gression” or, more recently. 


“humanitarian missions”. 

But these excuses merely 
cover the real aims of US 
policy - to make the world 
safe for big business and to 
establish, as US president 
Bush said after the Gulf war, 
that “what we say goes”. 

Right from the start, 
when America’s colonial 
subjects fought back they 
were drowned in blood. 

In the 1900-03 war to 
conquer the Philippines, 
America killed more than 
one million people. 

In the midst of the war, 
US army general Shefter 
declared: 

“It may be necessary to 
kill half of the Filipinos in 
order that the remaining half 
of the population may be 
advanced to a higher plane 
of life than their present semi- 
barbarous state affords.” 

Yet the real barbarians 
are the generals and politi¬ 
cians who run the US mili¬ 
tary machine. America is still 
the only country to use the 
ultimate weapon of genocide 
- the atomic bomb. 

Another horrific example 
of the destruction America 
is prepared to unleash took 
place during the 15 years of 
the Vietnam war. By the time 
America was forced to with¬ 
draw in 1975, much of the 
country had been saturated 
with chemical weapons. The 
war claimed two million 
Vietnamese and Cambodian 
lives. 

Beaten 

But Vietnam also showed 
how US imperialism can be 
beaten. 

The Vietnamese people’s 
struggle for self-determina¬ 
tion defeated the world’s 
greatest military power. 

It also inspired a glo¬ 
bal campaign of solidarity 
which, by war’s end, reached 
right into the US army itself. 
Thousands of US soldiers 
drew the conclusion that 
their quarrel wasn’t with 
the Vietnamese, but with the 
politicians and generals who 
sent them to Vietnam. 

Today, the bombing of 
Yugoslavia by US-led Nato 
warplanes and the threat of 
a ground war in Europe are 
part of a century-old pat¬ 
tern of violence. Its aim has 
always been the global domi¬ 
nation of US imperialism. 

The only way to end this 
madness is to get rid of 
the capitalist system which 
causes wars. 
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■ WRONG NUMBER 

A HEALTHCARE Otago 
memo invited discussion on 
a request by the private tel¬ 
ecommunications company 
Vodaphone to site a cell 
phone tower on the roof of 
Waikari Hospital. 

This was met with disbe¬ 
lief by nursing staff, who 
quickly emailed their op¬ 
position. 

They were backed up by 
a resignation threat from 
a consultant psychiatrist 
and the leaking of internal 
memos to the media. 

This forced a backdown 
by management, who had 
previously warned staff 
against talking to the me¬ 
dia. 

★ KYLE WEBSTER, Dunedin 

■ TRUTH TELLER 

YOUR FORTNIGHTLY paper 
is the only publication I 
have an interest in simply 
because it's the only pub¬ 
lication that ever tells the 
truth around here. 

Honestly, who needs the 
A/Z Herald when you've got 
Socialist Worker. 

I take my hat off to 
people such as yourselves 
who're not afraid of au¬ 
thority and fight for what's 
right. 

★ KATARAINA EWE, 
Auckland 

■ SUPPORTIVE 

HAVING JUST finished read¬ 
ing your paper Socialist 
Worker, both me and my 
partner were most im¬ 
pressed. 

We have therefore de¬ 
cided to join your organisa¬ 
tion as we are both fully 
supportive of your ideas 
and workers' rights. 

^ DAVID & JENNIFER, 
Lower Hutt 

■ LICENCED TO GO 

THIS COUNTRY'S highest- 
paid clique of beneficiar¬ 
ies (the government) are 


once again ripping off the 
public. 

Under a recent law, all 
holders of restricted driving 
licences aquired by passing 
a test costing $55 are now 
forced to take another test 
costing $107. 

And holders of current li¬ 
cences will have to pay $30 
plus for licences that have 
already been paid for. 

This is a rip-off totalling 
millions of dollars. 

If workers treated their 
employment contracts with 
the same blatant contempt 
(now there's a thought, 
eh?), the screams from 
these self-serving hypocrites 
would be deafening. 

To add insult to injury, all 
licence holders must now 
sit an eye test that has been 
condemned as faulty by 
optometrists. 

All in all, it's a reflec¬ 
tion of this rag tag minor¬ 
ity government. They're 
expensive, third-rate and 
inefficient. 

So let us ensure (my 
apologies to Saki) that: 
"They were a bad govern¬ 
ment as governments go, 
and as governments go, 
they went." 

★ TONY HAINES, Auckland 

■ BUS MONEY 

THE NEW licence legislation 
will mean bus and taxi driv¬ 
ers pay at least $312 a year, 
not including the cost of a 
medical test. 

The cost at the moment 
for a bus driver is $40, 
including medicals, which 
at Stagecoach the boss pays 
for. 

The company will now be 
looking to pass the higher 
cost onto drivers and/or 
passengers. 

What's needed is a un- 
ion-led workers' campaign 
to stop this happening, and 
to demand that Labour re¬ 
regulates public transport. 

★ KEVIN O'DEA, Auckland 
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Write to Socialist Worker. Post your 
letter to PO Box 13-685 Auckland or fax 
09-634-3984. Please include address or 
phone number to verify authorship and 
keep it under 200 words. 


Socialist Workers Organisation 


wher 


stand 



workers in other countries. We 
fight racism and imperialism. We 
oppose all immigration controls. 
We support all genuine national 
liberation struggles. 

We are internationalists 
because socialism depends on 
spreading working class revolu¬ 
tions around the world. 


SOCIALISM 

Capitalism is a system of exploita¬ 
tion which generates inequality, 
crisis and war. Although work¬ 
ers create society’s wealth, it is 
controlled by the ruling class for its 
own selfish ends. 

Socialism can only be built 
when the working class takes 
control of social wealth and 
democratically plans its produc¬ 
tion and distribution to meet 
human needs, not private profits. 
This will eliminate all class divi¬ 
sions in society. 

Stalinist countries such as Chi¬ 
na and Cuba, just like the former 
Soviet Union and the Eastern bloc, 
have nothing to do with social¬ 
ism. They are state capitalist. We 
support the struggles of workers 
against every dictatorial stalinist 
ruling class. 

REVOLUTION NOT REFORMISM 

The present system cannot be 
reformed to end exploitation and 
oppression, contrary to what Alli¬ 
ance, Labour and union leaders 
claim. It must be overthrown by 
the working class. 

Capitalism’s parliament, army, 
police and judiciary protect the 
ruling class. These institutions 
cannot be taken over and used by 
the working class. 

To pave the way to socialism 
the working class needs a new 
kind of state - a democratic 
workers state based on workers 
councils and workers militia. 

INTERNATIONALISM 

Workers in every country are 
exploited by capitalism, so the 
struggle for socialism is global. 

We campaign for solidarity with 


LIBERATION FROM OPPRESSION 

We fight for democratic rights. We 
oppose the oppression of women, 
Maori, Pacific Islanders, lesbians 
and gays. 

All forms of oppression are 
used to divide the working class. 

We support the right of all 
oppressed groups to organise for 
their own defence. Their liberation 
is essential to socialist revolution 
and impossible without it. 

TINO RANGATIRATANGA 

We support the struggle for Maori 
self determination. 

The government’s approach 
to Treaty claims has benefited a 
Maori elite while doing little for 
working class Maori. 

Tino rangatiratanga cannot 
be achieved within capitalism. 

It will only become a reality with 
the establishment of a workers 
state. 

REVOLUTIONARY PARTY 

To achieve socialism the most 
militant sections of the working 
class have to be organised into 
a mass revolutionary socialist 
party. 

We are in the early stages 
of building such a party through 
involvement in the day-to-day 
struggles of workers and the op¬ 
pressed. 

The Socialist Workers Or¬ 
ganisation must grow in size and 
influence to provide leadership in 
the struggle for working class self¬ 
emancipation. 

We need to revitalise the 
unions with a rank-and-file move¬ 
ment. 

If you like our ideas and want to 
fight for socialism, then join us. 


Get involved with the SWO 


if AUCKLAND 


PO Box 13-685 Auckland. Phone 
the Socialist Centre 634 3984. 


if ROTORUA 


Phone Bernie 345 9853. 


if WELLINGTON 


PO Box 43-043, Wainuiomata. 
Phone Gordon 564 9248 


if CHRISTCHURCH 


Phone Roy 384 4681. 


if DUNEDIN 


Phone Kyle 477 2712. 


if NATIONAL OFFICE 


The SWO also has members 
in other regions. They can be 
contacted through the SWO's 
national office. 

Mail: PO Box 13-685 Auckland. 
Phone & fax: (09) 634 3984. 
Email: socialist-worker@ak.planet. 
co.nz 


if OTHER COUNTRIES 


The SWO belongs to the 
International Socialist Tendency. 
We have sister organisations in 
many other countries. They can 
be contacted through the SWO's 
national office. 
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Support this fighter! 


by GRANT BROOKES 

60 PEOPLE rallied at Len 
Parker's home on 10 May 
after the Tenancy Tribunal 
gave him three weeks to get 
out of his home. 

Len belongs to Shac, a group 
of state tenants refusing to pay 
more than 25% of their income 
in rent. 

The eviction order takes ef¬ 
fect on 1 June. Len is refusing 
to budge. 

Every eviction of a state ten¬ 
ant has to be approved by the 
housing minister. The move to 
evict Len, therefore, is a calcu¬ 
lated political attack. 

The Alliance’s housing 
spokesperson. Grant Gillon, 
told the rally: 

“Market rents are a direct 
attack on the most vulnerable 
people in New Zealand. It’s 
only by mobilising and organ¬ 
ising and joining together that 
they’re able to resist. 

“What we need is increased 
support for Len and the others 
on the rent strike.” 

Shac is calling on people to 
rally at Len’s place on 1 June to 
stop the eviction by mass, non¬ 
violent civil disobedience. 

Large numbers will be 
needed to win this struggle. 
Be there! 



LEN PARKER, an Auckland state tenant, is 
defying an eviction order. The authorities can 
throw him out on 1 June. Shac is organising 
his defence. Here's what you can do: 

■ Protest at Housing NZ office, 2 Mt Albert 
Rd, 12 noon on Friday 28 May. 

■ Rally at Len's home, 249 Balmoral Rd, 5pm 
on Tuesday 1 June. 

■ Distribute posters and leaflets. Phone Len 
849 2816 or Shac 025-989 409. 



. IF YOU LIKED READING THIS PAPER, 
THEN SEND IN THIS FORM: 

M I want to join the Socialist Workers Organisation 

M I want to subscribe to Socialist Worker 

Posted to you every fortnight. Enclose $30 for year, $15 six months. 
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ACTING ON National's market 
agenda. Housing NZ handed 
630 Auckland homes over to 
eleven new subsidiary compa- 
f nies at the start of May. 

These HNZ houses are to be 
sold to private speculators. 

Meanwhile HNZ is gouging 
market rents out of its tenants. 

National’s market rents policy 
has been disastrous for working 
class families. 

According to the Poverty Meas¬ 
urement Project, housing costs 
are the single largest contributor 
to the explosion of poverty in 
Aotearoa. 

Labour’s housing spokes¬ 
person Graham Kelly points 
out: “National plans to shed 
as much state housing as pos¬ 
sible this year in a deliberate 
attempt to inhibit Labour’s 
ability to deal with poverty is¬ 
sues when in government.” 


What will 
Labour do? 

LABOUR'S HOUSING 
policy was released 
on 5 May. It promises 
to set state rents at 
25% of net household 
income for "low income 
families" by the end of 
Labour's first term. 

Len Parker is a pen¬ 
sioner living in Helen 
Clark’s electorate. He 
pays 25% of his income 
to Housing NZ, which is 
Labour policy. 

Last November, when 
HNZ began threatening 
Len, he approached the 
Labour leader for support. 

But Clark’s secretary 
said he must pay the full 
market rent plus arrears. 

Recently Labour has 
shifted a little in Len’s 
direction. 

Labour candidate Chris 
Carter has promised to be 
on the picket line at Len’s 
home on 1 June. 

And, on 14 May, 

Clark’s secretary phoned 
Len to express sympathy. 

Sympathy is good, but 
it’s not enough. Practical 
support is what’s needed 
now. 

There should be a gen¬ 
eral Labour Party mobili¬ 
sation to back Len’s stand. 
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Post to SWO, Box 13-685 Auckland. Phone/fax (09) 634 3984. Email socialist-worker@ak.planet.co.nz 
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